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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This application has been examined. 



2. The amendment filed 4/1 2/04 has been entered. 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 

atjthe tirneJhejnyention_was.made to.a person-having ordinary skill-in-the art to which said 

subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 



4. Claims 2-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ryan et al (6421675) and Gaffaney et al (5634008) and Finseth et al (6271840). 

5. Regarding claim 2, Ryan et al show a viewer to display on a display unit images 
accessible by associated URL information (Figures 2, 3A, column 4 lines 30-42), 
comprising: a definition management note to store a number of times of display of an 
accessed image by the associated URL information (Figures 3B, 5, 7, column 2 lines 
25-37, column 6 lines 5-12 and 29-50, column 9 lines 5-15), an importance degree unit 
to count the number of times of display of an accessed image by the URL information 
(column 9 lines 5-1 5 and 40-55, column 1 1 lines 45-68). Ryan et al do not specifically 
mention the threshold values corresponding to URL, or the subsequent setting of a 



was made. 
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mark when the counted number of times exceeds one of these threshold values, but do 
mention updating the count of web site hits (image access) (column 1 1 lines 40-50) to 
determine importance or relevance of a network site (website). Furthermore, Gaffaney 
et al show threshold values corresponding to identifying information and setting a mark 
when a count exceeds a threshold value (Figures 4A-B, column 2 lines 50-63, column 4 
lines 42-50, column 8 lines 5-20), to determine relevance or importance to a network 
site. It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have 
threshold values corresponding to identifying information and setting a mark when a 
count exceeds a threshold value, in Ryan et al, because it would provide a convenient 
way to determine importance or relevance of a network site in a system that updates 
counts of network site access. Neither Ryan et al nor Gaffaney et al specifically show 
details of displaying the importance mark per se on the display unit, but Gaffaney et al 
do show displaying alert and information marks on a terminal display (column 4 lines 1- 
12 and 26-33) to provide convenient access to the unique identifying information. It 
would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have the 
importance marks also displayed on a display unit, for the unique identifying 
information, because it would provide convenient access to identifying information. 
Neither Ryan et al nor Gaffaney et al show explicitly viewing the images, with the 
plurality of images all being associated with URL information and viewed, but Ryan et al 
does imply the viewer, and does mention retrieving the URLs. Furthermore, Finseth et 
al do show viewing the plurality of images and with them all associated with URL 
information (Figure 4, column 5 lines 1-40). It would have been obvious to include this 
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in the system of Ryan et al (as enhanced with Gaffaney et al), because it would provide 
a way to conveniently display the URL associated images. 

6. Regarding claim 3, Ryan et al show the associated images themselves as the 
object counted (column 2 lines 25-37). The obviousness to threshold values is the 
same as above. 

7. Regarding claims 4-5, the viewer is a browser and the identifing information is a 
URL (Ryan et al column 5 lines 34-38). 



8. Regarding claim 6, the degree mark may be indicated by characters being 
displayed (Ryan et al Figure 6 for example) Note that this is all that is required to fulfil 
the claim recitation. 

9. Regarding claim 8, in addition to the aforementioned, the information is relating 
to a web page (Ryan et al column 5 lines 30-40). 

10. Regarding claim 7, when the threshold is exceeded, a process is designated 
(Gaffaney et ak column 8 lines 5-20). 
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11. Regarding claims 9-10 and 12, depending on the number of times counted, the 
the web pages are 'registered' or called on hold in an order of their display frequency 
(Ryan et al column 12 lines 25-40 for example). 

12. Regarding claim 1 1 , when the URL is selected, it generates the web page (Ryan 
et al column 5 lines 30-40). 

1 3. Claims 1 3-1 5 and 1 6-1 8 and 1 9-20 show the same features as claims 2-4 
respectively and are rejected for the same reasons. 

14. Regarding claims 21-22, in addition to the aforementioned, neither Ryan et al nor 
Gaffaney et al directly show the second or third visual emphasis, but Finseth et al show 
this in column 8 lines 17-50, column 10 lines 20-50. It would have been obvious to a 
person with ordinary skill in the art to include this in Ryan et al (as enhanced by 
Gaffaney et al) because it would be a convenient way to distinguish and mark the URLs. 

15. Regarding claim 23, the documents and resources are in markup language 
(Ryan et al implicit). 



16. Claim 24 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 21 . 
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1 7. Claim 25 shows the same features as claim 21 and is rejected for the same 
reasons. Claim 26 shows the same features as claim 2 with the obviousness to 
combine the features of claim 21 , as explained in paragraph 14 of this Office Action. 



18. Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The arguments regarding the viewer and multiple images are moot in view 
of the new reference Finseth et al. As per the counting, the number of times the image 
is accessed is performed in the art as described. The visual distinction is only brought 
out in claims 21-26, and the broadness of the earlier claims still does not distinguish the 
Importance 'nianV beyond the art as described. The obviousness is valid, not only for 
the access to identifying information, but also because the art is analogous and relate to 
the activity and viewing over a network of images that are accessed and retrieved. The 
new claims are addressed by the new art. 

1 9.' Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Steven P Sax whose telephone number is 703-305- 
9582. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 703-308-0640. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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